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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 17 May 2010 has been entered. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. Non-patent literature document (cite no 1 ) from the IDS filed 28 April 2010 has not been 
considered because Applicant failed to provide a translation. 

Response to Amendment 

3. Applicant's amendment filed 17 May 2010 amends claims 1, 12, and 22. Applicant's 
amendment has been fully considered and entered. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. I, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 1-7, 10-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wright, 
U.S. Patent No. 6,353,734, in view of Thoumy, U.S. Patent No. 7,039,120. Referring to claims 1, 
3, Wright discloses a communication system for engine event reporting wherein sensors are 
positioned on an aircraft for sensing engine conditions and generating engine data relating to the 
operation of the engine (Col. 2, lines 3-10), which meets the limitation of receiving a stream of 
data at the supervisory processor. The aircraft includes a communications interface for accessing 
the sensor data, encrypting the data, and transmitted the data via a selected sub-channel of the 
wireless ground communication link to a wireless router that forwards to encrypted data to a 
remote airline flight operations control center (Col. 8, lines 12-33), which meets the limitation of 
controlling transmission of the stream of data from the supervisory processor to the subscriber 
based on the supervisory processor configuration, receiving an enabling configuration at the 
supervisory processor which alters the supervisory processor configuration, and transmitting at 
least a portion of the controlled stream of data from the supervisory processor to the subscriber 
based on the supervisory processor configuration. Wright does not disclose disabling the 
transmission of monitored information from the aircraft. Thoumy discloses a base station that 
terminates transmissions to a particular peripheral station when quality of a signal does not meet 
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a required value (Col. 10, lines 54-59 & Col. 32, line 56 - Col. 33, line 26 & Figures 14 & 24), 
which meets the limitation of determining whether the subscriber has failed to satisfy at least one 
predefined obligation in a data sharing agreement between an owner of the stream of data and the 
subscriber, selectively disables transmission of the stream of data from the supervisory processor 
to the subscriber if it is determined that the subscriber has failed to satisfy at least one predefined 
obligation in the data sharing agreement. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made for the aircraft of Wright to terminate transmissions to 
a particular remote airline flight operations control center if the signal quality fell below a 
predetermined value in order to guarantee that service quality is complied with as discussed in 
Thoumy (Col. 11, lines 4-1 1). 

Referring to claim 2, Wright discloses that the sensors monitor the aircraft for engine 
hydraulics, oil pressure, engine cut-off, fuel flow, the N2L and NIL both in percentage terms 
(Col. 15, lines 1-5), which meets the limitation of transmitting a plurality of process system data 
from a process control system. 

Referring to claims 4-7, Wright discloses that the sensor information is encrypted prior to 
being transmitted (Col. 8, lines 24-34), which meets the limitation of controlling transmission of 
the stream of data from the supervisory processor to the subscriber comprises selectively 
disabling a subscriber access port on the supervisory processor, when obfuscating data 
transmitted to a subscriber access port on the subscriber processor comprises deobfuscating data 
at a subscriber processing using a client application, transmitting data to a subscriber access port 
on the supervisory processor without deobfuscating the data, deobfuscating data at a subscriber 
processor using a client application. 
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Referring to claims 10-11, Wright discloses a communication system for jet engine event 
reporting wherein sensors are positioned on an aircraft for sensing engine conditions and 
generating engine data relating to the operation of the engine (Col. 2, lines 3-10 & Col. 14, lines 
1-8), which meets the limitation of the supervisory processor is at least one of a gas turbine 
engine data acquisition system and a gas turbine engine on-site monitor said method further 
comprising receiving a stream of operational data via an operator interface at the supervisory 
processor, receiving a stream of gas turbine operational data that includes at least one of 
combustor dynamics data and gas turbine data. 

Referring to claims 12, 15, 16, 18-31, Wright discloses a communication system for jet 
engine event reporting wherein sensors are positioned on an aircraft for sensing engine 
conditions and generating engine data relating to the operation of the engine (Col. 2, lines 3-10 & 
Col. 14, lines 1-8), which meets the limitation of a gas turbine control system communicatively 
coupled to at least one engine sensor, the gas turbine engine operational data including 
combustor dynamics data. The aircraft includes a communications interface for accessing the 
sensor data, encrypting the data, and transmitted the data via a selected sub-channel of the 
wireless ground communication link to a wireless router that forwards to encrypted data to a 
remote airline flight operations control center (Col. 8, lines 12-33 & Figure 8), which meets the 
limitation of a first proprietary network segment configured to receive proprietary data 
communication from a proprietary data source, a supervisory processor communicatively 
coupled to said first proprietary network for receiving gas turbine engine operational data, said 
processor configured to execute software instructions based on a processor configuration, a 
second proprietary data network communicatively coupled to said supervisory processor, a 
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subscriber network segment coupled to said supervisory processor said segment configured to 
selectively transmit subscriber data/gas turbine engine operational data from said supervisory 
processor to a subscriber, receive proprietary data from said first proprietary network segment, 
transmit proprietary data to said second proprietary data network segment, alter the processor 
configuration based on commands received from said second proprietary data network segment, 
and transmit subscriber data to said subscriber network segment based on the processor 
configuration, said first proprietary network segment transmits obfuscated proprietary data, said 
supervisory processor is further configured to deobfuscate data received from said gas turbine 
control system through said first proprietary network, said supervisory processor is further 
configured to selectively transmit data to said second proprietary data network based on a 
supervisory processor configuration. Wright does not disclose disabling the transmission of 
monitored information from the aircraft. Thoumy discloses a base station that terminates 
transmissions to a particular peripheral station when quality of a signal does not meet a required 
value (Col. 10, lines 54-59 & Col. 32, line 56 - Col. 33, line 26 & Figures 14 & 24), which meets 
the limitation of disable a transmission of subscriber data from said supervisory processor to a 
subscriber if it is determined that the subscriber has failed to satisfy at least one predefined 
obligation in a data sharing agreement between an owner of the subscriber data and the 
subscriber, said supervisory processor comprises a subscriber data port, said subscriber data port 
is configurable to transmit data in a first state, and to prevent transmission of data in a second 
state, wherein the second state is different than the first state, said supervisory processor is 
further configured to alter a state of said subscriber data port based on the processor 
configuration, said supervisory processor is further configured to alter the state of said subscriber 
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data port based on a remotely received processor command, said supervisory processor is 
configured to alter the state of said subscriber data port based on a locally received processor 
command, said supervisory processor is further configured to selectively transmit data to said 
second proprietary data network based on a supervisory processor configuration. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the aircraft 
of Wright to terminate transmissions to a particular remote airline flight operations control center 
if the signal quality fell below a predetermined value in order to guarantee that service quality is 
complied with as discussed in Thoumy (Col. 11, lines 4-1 1). 

Referring to claim 13, Wright discloses a second proprietary data network segment 
communicatively coupled to said supervisory processor, said second proprietary data network 
segment configured to transmit proprietary data from said supervisory processor to a proprietary 
wide area network (WAN)(Figure 8, 32). 

Referring to claims 14, 17, Wright discloses that unencrypted data is transmitted over the 
WAN (Col. 16, lines 56-67), which meets the limitation of said second proprietary data network 
segment transmits data that is unobfuscated, said subscriber network segment is configured to 
receive subscriber data that is not obfuscated. 

8. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wright, U.S. 
Patent No. 6,353,734, in view of Thoumy, U.S. Patent No. 7,039,120, and further in view of 
Allen, U.S. Patent No. 6,476,763. Referring to claims 8-9, Roddy does not suggest that the 
disabling could occur after a predetermined period of time. Allen discloses a vehicle telemetry 
system whose transmission system is disabled after a period of inactivity (Col. 7, lines 1-18), 
which meets the limitation of the enabling configuration expires after a predetermined time 
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period, such that the supervisory processor configuration is altered upon expiration of the 
enabling configuration, the supervisory processor configuration is altered to deny transmission of 
the stream of data from the supervisory processor to the subscriber. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the transmission system 
of Wright to be disabled after a period of inactivity in order to save power as discussed in Allen 
(Col. 7, lines 12-18). 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BENJAMIN E. LANIER whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3805. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:00am-5 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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